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(54) Method and system for identifying and resolving commonly confused words in a natural 
language parser 

(57) A method and system for identifying and 
resolving commonly confused words in a natural lan- 
guage parser is provided. In a preferred embodiment, a 
computer system parses input text made up of two or 
more words using a relation that maps from potentially 
confused words, including one word among the words 
of the input text, to possibly intended words. The com- 
puter system first identifies the possible parts of speech 
for each word of the input text including the potentially 
confused word. The computer system then identifies the 
possible parts of speech for the possibly intended word 
to which the relation maps the potentially confused 
word. Finally, the computer system applies syntactic 
grammar rules to the identified parts of speech such 
that a complete syntax tree containing a possible part of 
speech for the possibly intended word is produced and 
no complete syntax tree containing a possible part of 
speech for the potentially confused word is produced. 
According to a further embodiment of the invention, the 
computer system provides feedback on the input text by 
outputting an indication that a sentence in the input text 
is syntactically incorrect and outputting a further indica- 
tion that the sentence in the input text would be syntac- 
tically correct if the potentially confused word in the 
input text was replaced with the possibly intended word. 
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Description 

Technical Field 

The invention relates generally to the field of natural 
language parsing, and, more specifically, to the field of 
correcting errors occurring in natural language text. 

Background of the Invention 

In authoring text, writers occasionally incorrectly 
use one word where another would be correct. For 
instance, a writer might author the following sentence, 
using the word "add" where "ad" would be correct: 

The add convinced people. 
Word pairs like "add" and "ad" that are consistently mis- 
taken for one another are said to be commonly con- 
fused. Commonly confused words often have similar 
pronunciations {e.g., "advise" vs. "advice") or differ by 
the transposition of a few letters (e.g., "from" vs. "form"). 
In the above example, the word "ad" is said to be the 
"intended word," i.e., the word intended by the author, 
while the word "add" is said to be the "confused word," 
i.e. , the word that the author has mistakenly substituted 
for the intended word. 

When a sentence contains a confused word, natu- 
ral language parsers have difficulty parsing the sen- 
tence. A natural language parser analyzes sentences of 
a natural language to discern the lexical and syntactic 
content of the sentences. For example, a chart-based 
natural language parser retrieves a dictionary entry 
from a dictionary for each word in the input sentence. 
The dictionary entry contains a lexical record containing 
general information about the word and referencing 
part-of-speech records that each contain information 
specific to a particular part of speech that the word may 
represent. The parser places one or more of the part-of- 
speech records into a working area called chart, where 
they are subjected to parsing rules that combine part-of- 
speech records into larger syntactic units, and ulti- 
mately a sentence. 

When a natural language parser is used to parse a 
sentence containing a confused word that does not 
have the part of speech intended by the author for the 
intended word, the natural language parser is unable to 
produce a complete parse of the sentence. Because the 
purpose of natural language parsers is to produce com- 
plete parses accurately representing the intended lexi- 
cal and syntactic content of input sentences, a natural 
language parser that is able to produce a complete 
parse of a sentence containing a confused word is 
desirable. 

Summary of the Invention 

The present invention provides a natural language 
parser that identifies and resolves commonly confused 
words during the parsing of an input text segment, such 



as a sentence. The ability to identify and resolve com- 
monly confused words is of particular value in the con- 
text of a grammar checker, which may be used in 
conjunction with a word processor to assess the gram- 

5 matical correctness of sentences contained in a docu- 
ment prepared by the writer. Those skilled in the art will 
recognize, however, that the invention may be gainfully 
utilized in any application of natural language parsers. 
The invention utilizes a list of sets of commonly con- 

10 fused words. Each set contains two or more words that 
are commonly confused. According to the invention, the 
parser is adapted to treat words encountered in input 
sentences that appear in one of the sets as if they can 
represent parts of speech that may be represented by 

15 the other words in the set. For example, if the words 
"add" and "ad" comprise a set of confusable words and 
the word "add" appears in an input sentence, the parse 
treats the word "add" as if it can represent either a verb 
or a noun, since the word "add" may represent a verb 

20 and the word "ad" may represent a noun. This involves 
adding to the chart part-of-speech records from the dic- 
tionary entries of the other words in the set for which 
there is no corresponding part of speech in the diction- 
ary entry of the encountered word, or for which the 

25 same part of speech has a different number or tense. 
These additional part-of-speech records are generally 
added late in the parsing process, after the parser has 
had an opportunity to apply rules to the original part-of- 
speech records. Embodiments of the present invention 

30 further provide a user interface for a grammar checker 
to display the results of identifying and resolving a com- 
monly confused word. In certain embodiments, the 
invention also adds references to these added part-of- 
speech records to the lexical record for the encountered 

35 word, so that rules that use the lexical record for the 
word to determine what other parts of speech the word 
may represent consider the possibility that the encoun- 
tered word may represent these additional parts of 
speech. 

40 

Brief Description of the Drawings 

Figure 1 is a high-level block diagram of the gen- 
eral-purpose computer system upon which the facility 
45 preferably operates. 

Figure 2 is a chart diagram showing the parser add- 
ing part-of-speech records to the chart for words occur- 
ring in the input text, 

Figure 3 is a chart diagram showing the parser 
so applying rules implicated by the contents of the chart. 

Figure 4 is a table diagram showing a sample con- 
fusable word table used to identify potentially confused 
words in the input text. 

Figure 5 is a chart diagram showing the parser add- 
55 ing part-of-speech records to the chart for possibly 
intended words corresponding to potentially confused 
words identified in the input text. 

Figure 6 is a chart diagram showing the parser 
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applying the rules implicated by the contents of the 
chart after the addition of parts of speech records for 
possibly intended words to the chart. 

Figure 7 is a screen diagram showing the visual 
user interface of a grammar checker utilizing the parser. s 

Figure 8 is a flow diagram showing the high-level 
steps preferably performed by the adapted parser in 
order to parse input text while identifying and resolving 
commonly confused words. 

Figure 9 shows an alternate view of Figure 2 includ- 10 
ing lexical records from the dictionary, which illustrates 
the contents of the chart after the performance of step 
801 and before the application of rules. 

Figure 10 shows the linking of a part-of-speech 
data structure for an alternate word to the lexical record 15 
data structure for its potentially confused word. 

Figure 1 1 shows the contents of the chart after the 
addition of a part-of-speech record for a possibly 
intended word. 

Figure 12 shows an embodiment in which part-of- 20 
speech records are added to the chart from two different 
lists. 

Figure 13 shows another embodiment in which 
part-of-speech records are added to the chart from a 
single list ranked by probability. 25 

Figure 14 shows a simplified conf usable word file. 

Detailed Description of the Invention 

A method and system for identifying and resolving 30 
commonly confused words in a natural language parser 
is provided. In a preferred embodiment, the invention 
utilizes a list of sets of commonly confused words which 
may be modified by the user. According to the invention, 
the parser is adapted to neat words encountered in 35 
input sentences that appear in one of the sets as if they 
can also represent parts of speech that may be repre- 
sented by the other words in the set. For example, if the 
words "add" and "ad" comprise a set of confusable 
words and the word "add" appears in an input sentence, 40 
the parse treats the word "add" as if it can represent 
either a verb or a noun, since the word "add" may repre- 
sent a verb and the word "ad" may represent a noun. 
This involves adding to the chart part-of-speech records 
from the dictionary entries of the other words in the set 45 
for which there is no corresponding part of speech in the 
encountered word. These additional part-of-speech 
records are generally added late in the parsing process, 
after the parser has had an opportunity to apply rules to 
the original part-of-speech records. In certain embodi- so 
ments, the invention also adds references to these 
added part-of-speech records to the lexical record for 
the encountered word, so that rules that use the lexical 
record for the word to determine what other parts of 
speech the word may represent consider the possibility 55 
that the encountered word may represent these addi- 
tional parts of speech. 

Figure 1 is a high-level block diagram of the gen- 



eral-purpose computer system upon which the parser 
preferably operates. The computer system 100 contains 
a central processing unit (CPU) 110, input/output 
devices 120, and a computer memory (memory) 130. 
Among the input/output devices is a storage device 121, 
such as a hard disk drive. The input/output devices also 
include a removable media drive 122, which can be 
used to install software products, including the adapted 
parser, which are provided on a computer-readable 
medium, such as a CD-ROM. The input/output devices 
further include a keyboard 123, which a user may use to 
directly input natural language text. The input/output 
devices also optionally include a voice input device 124 
and a handwriting input device 125 that the user may 
use to indirectly input natural language text. Any natural 
language text inputted by the user using the voice input 
device is preferably converted from voice data by a 
voice recognizer (not shown). Similarly, any natural lan- 
guage text inputted by the user using the handwriting 
input device is preferably converted from handwriting 
data using a handwriting recognizer (not shown). The 
memory 130 contains a parser 131 adapted to identify 
and resolve commonly confused words. The parser 
includes a chart 132 for containing a parse tree repre- 
senting an input text segment and intermediate parsing 
results. The parser also includes a confusable word 
table 133 that maps commonly confused words to the 
words with which they are commonly confused [i.e., 
possibly intended words). For example, the word "add" 
would be mapped to the word "ad" to indicate that 
authors may incorrectly use the word "add" instead of 
"ad." The confusable word table may also be stored on 
the storage device, or on a removable medium using the 
removable media drive. While the parser is preferably 
implemented on a computer system configured as 
described above, those skilled in the art will recognize 
that it may also be implemented on computer systems 
having different configurations. 

An example illustrating the application of the 
adapted parser to parse input text while identifying and 
resolving commonly confused words is discussed 
herein in conjunction with Figures 2-7. Figure 2 is a 
chart diagram that shows the parser adding part-of- 
speech records to the chart for words occurring in the 
input text, including any words occurring in the input text 
that are potentially confused. Figure 2 shows the sam- 
ple input string 201 "The add convinced people." Figure 
2 further shows the contents of the parser's chart 200 
after the parser adds to the chart part-of-speech 
records for words occurring in the input text. The chart 
contains parts of speech records 21 1 -215, one or more 
of which represent each word occurring in the input text. 
Part-of-speech record 211 represents the word "the," 
part-of-speech record 212 represents the word "add," 
part-of-speech record 213 represents the word "con- 
vinced," and part-of-speech records 214 and 215 repre- 
sent the word "people." Each part-of-speech record 
contains an indication of one possible part of speech 
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that its word can represent, as well as additional related 
lexical information, such as verb tense for verb part-of- 
speech records. The possible part of speech and other 
lexical information are preferably retrieved from a dic- 
tionary entry for the word occurring in the input string. 5 

Figure 3 shows the parser applying rules implicated 
by the contents of the chart. That is, the parser applies 
rules that may combine records of the type that are 
already present in the chart. Figure 3 shows the appli- 
cation of a rule that transforms a verb and a noun into a 10 
verb phrase, or "VP." The application of this rule creates 
a verb phrase record 321 that combines the verb part- 
of-speech record for the word "convinced" 313 with the 
noun part-of -speech record for "people" 314. Both part- 
of -speech records and records created by rules may is 
implicate additional rules. These additional rules are 
reiteratively applied. In the case of the example, no 
other rules may successfully be applied to combine 
records in the chart. 

If a complete parse has been produced by the 20 
application of these rules (that is, if a sentence record 
has been created covering all of the words in the input 
string), then parsing concludes and the complete parse 
is returned, else the parser continues. If the input text 
contains potentially confused words, then the parser 25 
continues, else the parser is unable to produce a com- 
plete parse and returns failure. Figure 4 is a table dia- 
gram showing a sample confusable word table used to 
identify potentially confused words in the input text. The 
confusable words table 400 contains a potentially con- 30 
fused word column and a possibly intended words col- 
umn. In each row, the potentially confused word column 
contains a word that may be confused for one or more 
other words. In that row, the possibly intended words 
column contains a list of one or more possibly intended 35 
words with which the potentially confused word may be 
confused. For example, line 402 shows that the word 
"add" may be confused with the word "ad." Line 401 
shows that the opposite is also true: that the word "ad" 
may be confused with the word "add." Some potential 40 
confusions between words are unidirectional: that is, 
one word of a pair may be potentially be confused with 
another word of the pair {e.g., line 403 indicates that 
"cant" may be confused with "can't"), but the converse is 
not true (e.g., "can't" does not appear in the potentially 45 
confused word column). Lines 409-411 show that a 
potentially confused word may be confused with two or 
more possibly intended words. The parser compares 
the words in the input text to the words in the potentially 
confused word column of the confusable word table. If so 
any words in the input string match words in the poten- 
tially confused word column, then the input text contains 
potentially confused words. 

Figure 5 is a chart diagram that shows the parser 
adding part-of-speech records to the chart for possibly 55 
intended words corresponding to the potentially con- 
fused words identified in the input text. The parser pref- 
erably adds to the chart part-of-speech records for 



possibly intended words that have different parts of 
speech than their potentially confused words. E.g., the 
parser preferably adds a noun part-of-speech record for 
the possibly intended word "ad" because its part of 
speech differs from the possible parts of speech for its 
potentially confused word "add." The parser preferably 
also adds to the chart part-of-speech records for possi- 
bly intended words that have different tenses than their 
potentially confused words. E.g. , the parser preferably 
adds a present tense verb part-of-speech record for the 
possibly intended word "mind" because its tense differs 
from the past tense of the verb form of the potentially 
confused word "mined." The parser preferably also 
adds to the chart part-of-speech records for possibly 
intended words that have different numbers than their 
potentially confused words. E.g., the parser preferably 
adds a plural noun part-of-speech record for the possi- 
bly intended word "laps" because its number differs 
from the singular noun form of the potentially confused 
word "lapse." Further, for a particular set of confused 
words, the user may preferably specify that part-of- 
speech records are added to the chart for words in the 
set even if they have the same part of speech, tense, 
and number. Figure 5 shows that the parser has added 
a noun part-of-speech record for the word "ad" 516 to 
the chart, since line 402 indicates that the word "add," 
which appears in the input string, may be confused with 
the word "ad," for which the dictionary specifies noun as 
a possible part of speech. 

Figure 6 is a chart diagram showing the parser 
applying rules implicated by the contents of the chart 
after the addition of part-of-speech records for possibly 
intended words in the chart. Figure 6 shows that the 
parser has applied rules creating records 622 and 623 
in the chart. Record 622 combines the article part-of- 
speech record for "the" 611 with the noun part-of- 
speech record 616 for the possibly intended word "ad" 
into a noun phrase ("NP"). Record 623 combines noun 
phrase record 622 and verb phrase record 621 into a 
sentence. Record 623 further "covers" each word in the 
input string, in that it constitutes the head node of a tree 
having leaves that represent each of the words in the 
input text. 

If the application of rules implicated by the contents 
of the chart after the addition of part-of-speech records 
for alternate words produced a complete parse, then the 
parser returns qualified success, else the parser returns 
failure. It can be seen from Figure 6 that, in the example, 
the parser has produced a complete parse in that sen- 
tence record 623 covers all of the words of the input 
text, and therefore returns qualified success. 

Figure 7 is a screen diagram showing the visual 
user interface of a grammar checker utilizing the parser. 
The grammar checker user interface preferably displays 
a window 700. The window 700 preferably contains the 
sentence currently being checked 710. The window fur- 
ther preferably contains an indication 720 that a particu- 
lar word in the current sentence is probably confused 
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with another word. The window preferably also contains 
a suggestion 710 that the potentially confused word be 
replaced. Finally, the window preferably contains a but- 
ton 450 that the user can select to accept the sugges- 
tion and replace the potentially confused word and a 
button 750 that the user may select to decline the sug- 
gestion and omit to replace the potentially confused 
word. 

Figure 8 is a flow diagram showing the high-level 
steps preferably performed by the adapted parser in 
order to parse input text while identifying and resolving 
commonly confused words. In step 801 , the parser adds 
part-of-speech records to the chart for words occurring 
in the input text, including any words occurring in the 
input text that arc potentially confused. In step 802, the 
parser applies one of the rules implicated by the con- 
tents of the chart. In step 803, if a complete parse has 
been produced by the application of rules in step 802 
(that is, if a sentence record has been created covering 
all of the words in the input string), then these steps 
conclude and the complete parse is returned, else the 
parser continues in step 804. In step 804, if parsing has 
nonetheless concluded, i.e., if all of the implicated rules 
have been applied or the total number of rules that have 
been applied exceeds an upper limit, then the parser 
continues at step 805, else the parser continues at step 
802 to apply another implicated rule. In step 805, if the 
input text contains potentially confused words, then the 
parser continues in step 806, else the parse is unable to 
produce a complete parse and returns failure. To deter- 
mine whether the input text contains potentially con- 
fused words, the parser compares the words in the input 
text to the words in the potentially confused word col- 
umn of the confusable word table. If any words in the 
input string match words in the potentially confused 
word column, then the input text contains potentially 
confused words. In step 806, the parser adds part-of- 
speech records to the chart for possibly intended words 
corresponding to the potentially confused words identi- 
fied in the input text. In step 807, the parser applies one 
of the rules implicated by the contents of the chart after 
the addition of part-of-speech records for alternate 
words in step 806. In step 808, if a complete parse has 
been produced, then the parser returns qualified suc- 
cess, else the parser continues at step 809. In step 809, 
if parsing has nonetheless concluded, i.e., if all the 
implicated rules have been applied or the total number 
of rules that have been applied exceeds an upper limit, 
then the parser returns failure, else the parser continues 
at step 807 to apply another implicated rule. 

Some grammar rules, while they are applied to par- 
ticular parts of speech for each word, consider all possi- 
ble parts of speech that each word may represent. Such 
grammar rules can reduce the quantity of processing 
resources required to apply rules unlikely to contribute 
to the production of a complete parse. To support such 
rules, part-of-speech records can be linked together so 
that all of the possible parts of speech for a word may be 



easily determined. In accordance with a preferred 
embodiment of the invention, part-of-speech records for 
possible intended words are preferably linked to part-of- 
speech records for their potentially confused words of 

5 the beginning of the parsing process. Figures 9-1 1 illus- 
trate this feature of the invention. Figure 9 shows an 
alternate view of Figure 2, which illustrates the contents 
of the chart after the performance of step 801 before the 
application of rules. Instead of containing data about 

10 potential parts of speech represented by words in the 
input text, part-of-speech records 911-915 contain 
pointers to data structures containing this information. 
For example, part-of-speech record 914 contains a 
pointer to part-of-speech data structure 971 , which con- 

15 tains the potential part-of-speech noun, as well as other 
related lexical information. According to an alternate 
preferred embodiment (not shown), data is copied from 
the part-of-speech data structure to the part-of-speech 
record to eliminate the time cost of dereferencing a 

20 pointer to the part-of-speech data structure. Part-of- 
speech data structure 971 contains a bidirectional link 
to a lexical record 970 representing the word "people." 
Another data structure 972 contains possible part-of- 
speech verb for the word "people," and also contains a 

25 bidirectional link to lexical record 970. The links 
between part-of-speech data structures 971 and 972 
and lexical record data structure 970 enable rules to 
base their processing on the set of all possible parts of 
speech for a particular word. In the case of noun part-of- 

30 speech record 914 for the word "people," rules that are 
applied to this record may take into account that the 
word "people" may also represent a verb. 

Figure 10 shows a further modification of the chart 
in accordance with this feature of the invention. Figure 

35 10 shows the linking of a part-of-speech data structure 
for a possibly intended word to the lexical record data 
structure for its potentially confused word. Figure 10 
shows the addition of a part-of-speech data structure 
1052 for the noun form of the word "ad" to the lexical 

40 record for "add" 1050. Because both part-of-speech 
data structures 1051 and 1052 are bidirectional ly linked 
to the lexical data structure for the word "add" 1050, 
rules applied to the verb part-of-speech record for "add" 
1012 can consider a noun possible part of speech for 

45 this word. As discussed above, in accordance with the 
invention, part-of-speech data structures for possible 
parts of speech of possibly intended words are prefera- 
bly linked to the lexical data structure for each possibly 
confused words in order to facilitate the application of 

so rules whose behavior is based on the other possible 
parts of speech for a word to be combined by the rule. 
Figure 1 1 shows that, in accordance with this feature of 
the invention, when the noun part-of-speech record 
1116 is added to the chart in step 806, it contains a 

55 pointer to part-of-speech data structure 1 1 52 containing 
the potential part-of-speech noun for the possibly 
intended word "ad." 

In addition to increasing the efficiency of parsing by 
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preventing the application of rules unlikely to contribute 
to the production of a complete parse, the use of rules 
that refer to the linked part-of-speech records for possi- 
bly intended words can prevent the parser from produc- 
ing an apparently correct completed parse of the input 5 
text using the potentially confused word in cases in 
which the potentially confused word was actually con- 
fused with the possibly intended word. This is true of the 
following sample sentence, in which the confused word 
"form" is used in place of the intended word "from": w 

Angela departed form Seattle. 
Using rules that do not consider possible parts of 
speech of possibly intended words, some parsers pro- 
duce a completed parse of this sentence in which a verb 
phrase is formed from the verb phrase "departed" and 75 
the noun phrase "form Seattle." This completed parse is 
actually incorrect, as "form Seattle" is not a valid object 
of the verb "departed." Using rules that do consider pos- 
sible parts of speech of possibly intended words, how- 
ever, a parser can avoid this incorrect completed parse. 20 
In this case, application of the rule for combining a verb 
phrase and a noun phrase that is the object of the verb 
phrase into another verb phrase is blocked whenever 
the "premodifier" of the noun phrase (that is, "form," the 
word occurring before the main word of the noun 2 s 
phrase, "Seattle") or its possibly intended words can 
represent the preposition part of speech, given a con- 
siderable likelihood that the preposition part of speech 
was intended before the object of a verb. Because the 
possibly intended word "from" can have the preposition 30 
part of speech and the preposition part-of-speech 
record is linked to the part-of-speech records for the 
potentially confused word "form," application of this rule 
is blocked, preventing the parser from creating the 
incorrect completed parse described above, thereby 35 
improving the accuracy of the parser's output. 

Figures 12 and 13 illustrate two preferred embodi- 
ments for causing part-of-speech records for alternate 
words to be added to the chart after part-of-speech 
records for potentially confused words are added to the 40 
chart and having implicated rules applied to them in 
accordance with step 805. Figure 12 shows an embodi- 
ment in which part-of-speech records are added to the 
chart 1200 from two different lists, or "queues": a pri- 
mary list 1280 and a secondary list 1290. Part-of- 45 
speech records for words contained in the input text are 
stored in the primary list 1280. It can be seen that the 
primary list contains part-of-speech records for the 
words "the," "add," "convinced," and "people," which 
appear in the input text. The secondary list 1290 con- so 
tains part-of-speech records for possibly intended 
words. It can be seen that secondary list 1290 contains 
a noun part-of-speech record for alternate word "ad." In 
this embodiment, words are added to the chart from the 
primary list first. After implicated rules have been 55 
applied, the parser then adds to the chart part-of- 
speech records from the secondary list. In a preferred 
embodiment, adding part-of-speech records from the 



secondary list to the chart involves first moving them 
from the secondary list to the primary list, then adding 
them to the chart from the primary list, while also apply- 
ing newly implicated rules that appear in the primary list. 
This approach enables a parse tree to be constructed 
from part-of-speech records for words included in the 
input text before possibly intended words with which 
words in the input text are commonly confused are 
added to the chart. 

Figure 13 shows another embodiment in which 
part-of-speech records are added to the chart 1300 
from a single list 1370. List 1370 is a probability list, and 
is sorted according to the probability of each part-of- 
speech record ultimately constituting a leaf of a com- 
pleted parse tree. For a more complete discussion of 
probability-directed parsers, see U.S. Patent Application 
No. 08/265,845, "METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR BOOT- 
STRAPPING STATISTICAL PROCESSING INTO A 
RULE-BASED NATURAL LANGUAGE PARSER," 
which is hereby incorporated by reference. Part-of- 
speech records are added to the chart from the proba- 
bility list in descending order of their probability of con- 
stituting a leaf of a successful parse tree. These 
probabilities, also called "application priority values," 
are preferably generated by statistically analyzing the 
appearance of each part-of-speech record in completed 
parse trees for a representative corpus of input text seg- 
ments. For example, the statistics shown in conjunction 
with part-of-speech records 1374 and 1375 indicate 
that, in input text segments containing the word "peo- 
ple," 78% of the time the word "people" represented a 
noun in a complete parse of the input segment, while in 
13% of the cases it represented a verb. In this embodi- 
ment, part-of-speech records for possibly intended 
words are preferably assigned a relatively small proba- 
bility, causing them to be added to the chart near the 
end of processing. This may be accomplished in several 
ways: The probability that the noun form of the word 
"ad" will form the leaf of a complete parse tree when 
"ad" appears in the input text may be reduced because 
the word "ad" does not actually occur in the input text. 
Alternatively, separate statistics may be maintained to 
calculate the probability that the noun form of the word 
"ad" will form a leaf of a completed parse tree when the 
word "add" rather than the word "ad" appears in the 
input text. Either way, the part-of-speech record for 
alternate word "ad" is added to the chart after the part- 
of-speech record for potentially confused word "add." 
Finally, the probability of part-of-speech records for pos- 
sibly intended words may be set to be equal to or less 
than the smallest probability in the probability list. 

In a further preferred embodiment, the two 
approaches to causing part-of-speech records for alter- 
nate words to be added to the chart after part-of-speech 
records for potentially confused words are added to the 
chart are combined so that part-of-speech records for 
potentially intended words are stored in the secondary 
list, and all of the rules and the part-of-speech records 
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ending up in the primary list are ordered by their proba- 
bilities. 

Users may preferably configure the parser to mod- 
ify the list of potentially confused words or the possibly 
intended words that may be substituted for potentially s 
confused words. Users may do so by modifying the con- 
fusable word table shown in Figure 4. However, some 
users may prefer to modify a simpler representation of 
the conf usable word list. Figure 14 shows a simplified 
confusable word file 1400. The lines 1401-1406 each 10 
correspond to one set of potentially confused words. 
Unless otherwise indicated, the words appearing 
together on a line may all be confused with each other. 
For instance, line 1401 indicates that the word "ad" may 
be confused with the word "add" and vice versa. The is 
confusable word file also preferably enables the user to 
specify unidirectional confusion relationships by pre- 
ceding words that should not be considered to be poten- 
tially confused with a hyphen ("-"). For example, the 
hyphen before the word "can't" on line 1401 indicates 20 
that the word "cant" may be potentially confused with 
the word "can't," but that the word "can't" is not poten- 
tially confused with the word "cant." The confusable 
word file also preferably enables the user to specify that 
words in a potentially confused set may be substituted 25 
for each other despite the fact that they have the same 
parts of speech, number, and tense with an asterisk 
("*"). For example, the asterisk before confusable set 
1402 indicates that the word "can't" may be substituted 
for the word "cant," even though these words both have 30 
the verb part of speech. The parser preferably permits 
users to modify the confusable word file 1400 to config- 
ure the operation of a parser, and translates the confus- 
able word file into a form more readily applied by the 
parser, such as the confusable word table shown in Fig- 35 
ure 4. 

While this invention has been shown and described 
with reference to preferred embodiments, it will be 
understood by those skilled in the art that various 
changes or modifications in form and detail may be 40 
made without departing from the scope of the invention. 
For example, other mechanisms besides those 
described above may be used to introduce into the chart 
part-of-speech records for commonly confused words. 
Further, the described embodiments of the invention 45 
may be straightforwardly adapted to parse text of an 
artificial language, such as a computer programming 
language or a text markup language. 

Claims so 

1. A method in a computer system for parsing a seg- 
ment of natural language input text containing one 
or more words using grammar rules and a diction- 
ary containing a plurality of entries, each dictionary 55 
entry corresponding to a word in the natural lan- 
guage and specifying one or more possible parts of 
speech for the word, the method comprising the 



steps of: 

(a) creating a chart for containing a parse tree 
representing the input text segment and pars- 
ing results intermediate thereto; 

(b) for each word occurring in the input text 
segment, creating a part-of-speech record in 
the chart for the word specifying a part of 
speech specified by the dictionary entry for the 
word; 

(c) identifying a word occurring in the input text 
segment that is commonly confused with 
another word; 

(d) creating a part-of-speech record in the 
chart for the identified word specifying a part of 
speech specified by the dictionary entry for the 
word commonly confused with the identified 
word; and 

(e) applying the grammar rules to both the part- 
of-speech records created in step (b) and those 
created in step (d). 

2. The method of claim 1 wherein the method further 
uses a list of commonly confused words that con- 
tains, for each commonly confused word, a word 
with which the word is commonly confused, and 
wherein step (c) includes the step of matching one 
of the words occurring in the input text segment 
with one of the words in the list. 

3. The method of claim 1 wherein step (b) creates in 
the chart, for each word occurring in the input text 
segment, part-of-speech records specifying each of 
the possible parts of speech specified in the diction- 
ary entry for the word; and wherein the method fur- 
ther includes the step of, for each word in the input 
text segment, linking together the parts of speech 
records created in the chart for the word; and 
wherein the application of one or more of the gram- 
mar rules to a part-of-speech records involves 
determining other possible parts of speech for the 
word by examining the other parts of speech record 
to which the part-of-speech record is linked; and 
wherein the method further comprises the step of 
linking the part-of-speech record created in step (d) 
to the part-of-speech records created for the identi- 
fied word in step (b). 

4. The method of claim 1 wherein step (d) is per- 
formed after performance of step (e) begins. 

5. The method of claim 1 wherein step (d) is per- 
formed after the application of grammar rules to 
part-of-speech records created in step (b) con- 
cludes. 

6. The method of claim 1 wherein each grammar rule 
and part-of-speech record has associated with it an 
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application priority value, and wherein step (e) 
applies grammar rules and part-of-speech records 
in the list in decreasing order of their application pri- 
ority value, and wherein the application priority 
value associated with the part-of-speech record for 5 
the word with which the identified word is commonly 
confused is smaller than the application priority 
value associated with part-of-speech record for the 
identified word. 

w 

7. The method of claim 1 , further comprising the step 
of: 

when the application of grammar rules in step 
(e) does not produce a complete parse of the is 
input text containing the identified word but 
does produce a complex pause of the input text 
containing the commonly confused word, indi- 
cating that the identified word may be confused 
with the commonly confused word. 20 

8. The method of claim 1 , further comprising the steps 
of when the application of grammar rules in step (e) 
does not produce a complete parse of the input text 
containing the identified word or if it does produce a 25 
complete parse of the input text containing the com- 
monly confused word: 

outputting an indication that the natural lan- 
guage sentence is syntactically incorrect; and 30 
outputting an indication that the natural lan- 
guage sentence would be syntactically correct 
if an identified word in the natural language 
sentence was replaced with a word with which 
the identified word is commonly confused. 35 



chart memory for the word identified by the 
identifier, the created part-of-speech record 
specifying a part of speech specified by the dic- 
tionary entry for the word commonly confused 
with the identified word; and 
a grammar rule application subsystem that 
applies the grammar rules to both the part-of- 
speech records created by the primary part-of- 
speech record generator and those created by 
the secondary part-of-speech record genera- 
tor. 

10. The apparatus of claim 9, further comprising: 
a display device; and 

a feedback subsystem for causing the display 
device to display an indication that the input 
text segment is syntactically incorrect, and fur- 
ther for causing the display device to display an 
indication that the input text segment would be 
syntactically correct if the identified word in the 
input text segment was replaced with the word 
with which the identified word is commonly 
confused. 



9. An apparatus for parsing a segment of natural lan- 
guage input text containing one or more words 
using grammar rules and a dictionary containing a 
plurality of entries, each dictionary entry corre- 40 
sponding to a word in the natural language and 
specifying one or more possible parts of speech for 
the word, comprising: 



a data structure for containing a parse tree rep- 45 

resenting the input text segment and parsing 

results intermediate thereto; 

a primary part-of-speech record generator that 

creates a part-of-speech record in the data 

structure for each word occurring in the input so 

text segment, each part-of-speech record 

specifying a part-of-speech record specified by 

the dictionary entry for the word; 

an identifier that identifies a word occurring in 

the input text segment that is commonly con- 55 

fused with another word; 

a secondary part-of-speech record generator 

that creates a part-of-speech record in the 
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confusable word table _ 400 



potentially confused word 


possibly intended words 


ad 


add 


add 


f 

ad 


cant 


can't 


elicit 


f 

illicit 


hostel 


hostile 


illicit 


elicit 


principal 


principle 


principle 


principal 


their 


there, they're 


there 


their, they're 


they're 


their, there 



FIG. 4 
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return failure 
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confusable word file ^ 1400 



ad add 
* cant -can't 
elicit illicit 
hostel -hostile 
principal principle 
their there they're 



FIG. 14 
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